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CLEARLY OR DID NOT APPEAR CLEARLY, THEY VIOLATE THE [PROHIBITIONS OF] 
THE SABBATH ON ITS ACCOUNT. R. YosÉ says, “IF IT APPEARED CLEARLY, 
THEY DO NOT VIOLATE THE PROHIBITIONS OF THE SABBATH ON ITS ACCOUNT.” 


I:1: What is the meaning of the language, Whether [the new moon] 
appeared clearly or did not appear clearly? It means, “exposed,” as in 
the usage, “as purified silver is exposed to the earth, refined seven 
times” (Ps. 12:7). 


M’SH S: MORE THAN FORTY PAIRS [OF WITNESSES] PASSED [ON THEIR WAY TO 


JERUSALEM]. But R. AQIBA KEPT THEM BACK AT Lup. RABBAN GAMALIEL 
SENT TO HIM [SAYING], “‘IF YOU KEEP BACK THE PEOPLE, YOU WILL TURN OUT 
TO MAKE THEM ERR IN THE FUTURE.” 


If:1: M’SH S: More than forty pairs [of witnesses] passed [on their 
way to Jerusalem]. But R. Aqiba kept them back at Lud, because they 
were more than forty pair. But if it were a single pair, he would not 
have held them back. Rabban Gamaliel sent to him [saying], “If you 
keep back the people, you will turn out to make them err in the future. 
“Then you will keep many from performing a religious duty, and one 
who keeps many from doing a religious duty is subject to a ban.” 


VI. YERUSHALMI Rosa HASHANAH 1:6 


A FATHER AND HIS SON WHO SAW THE NEW MOON SHOULD GO [TO GIVE 


TESTIMONY]. IT Is NOT THAT THEY JOIN TOGETHER WITH ONE ANOTHER [TO 
PROVIDE ADEQUATE TESTIMONY], BUT SO THAT, IF ONE OF THEM SHOULD TURN 
OUT TO BE INVALID [AS A WITNESS], THE OTHER MAY JOIN WITH SOMEONE 
ELSE [TO MAKE UP THE REQUISITE NUMBER OF WITNESSES]. R. SIMEON SAYS, 
“A FATHER AND HIS SON, AND ALL RELATIVES, ARE VALID TO GIVE TESTIMONY 
ABOUT THE NEW MOON.” 


I:1: What is the evidence in behalf of the position of R. Simeon? 


Sam R. Yosé, “M’SH B: Tostan, THE PHYSICIAN, SAW THE NEW MOON IN 


JERUSALEM— HE, HIS SON, AND HIS FREED SLAVE. “SAND THE PRIESTS 
ACCEPTED HIM AND HIS SON [AS WITNESSES TO THE NEW MOON], BUT THEY 
INVALIDATED THE TESTIMONY OF HIS SLAVE. “‘BUT WHEN THEY CAME BEFORE 
THE COURT, THEY ACCEPTED HIS [TESTIMONY] AND THAT OF HIS SLAVE, BUT 
THEY INVALIDATED THAT OF HIS SON.” 


II:1: The priests accepted him and his son, but disqualified his slave as 
unfit. But when they came before the court, they accepted him and his 
slave but disqualified his son, because he is a relative. 


